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RELicious WORSEIP. 


In ANSWER to a Letter from a Nomiſb 


Prieſt, relating to the Worſhip and Inyo- 
cation of Angels. 


a 


5 Thou ſhalt worſhip the Lord thy God, and Him only 
ſhalt thou ſerve. 


By a Country CLERGYMAN. 
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THE 
PREFACE 


T may be proper, as an Introductiom io the follow- 
ing Pages, ta acquaint the Reader, in what Man- 
ner, and upon what Account, have been even pat 
under the unpleaſins Neceſſity of writing this ſmall 
Pampblet, in Support of the trne Objeft of Chrifitian 
Worſhip, and in Vindication of my felf from the falfe Af 
Per ſions of a reſtleſs Prieſt of the Church of Rome. Hap- 
Pening 10 vifit an Acquaintance ſome time ago, (where I 
met with my learned Gentleman) among other Things 
incidentally mention*d in Converſation, Dr. Middietons 
Letter from Rome, ſewing an exact Conformity 
«© between Popery and Paganifm was taken Notice of 
Hence Mr. Clarkſon, (that is the Gentleman*s Name,) 
diredting his Diſconrſe to his Friend (whoſe favourable 
Opinion of Popery he had juſt Reaſon to preſume upon) 
after ſome bitter Reflefions on the polite Author of that 
Letter, and the Doftrines he maintains; gave him an 
| Account how fully it had been anſwered by the Catholic 
Chriſtian, &c. it*s Falſities detetted, and the Dofrines of 
the Church of Rome eſtabliſhed beyond all Oppoſition, 
Leſt his Diſcourſe foould make an unhappy Impreſſion an 
tbe Family, then preſent, (ſome of which were lately 
made Converts to the Churth of Rome) and particular. 
ly on the Mind of a little Boy, whoſe Edncation was 
commuted io my Care; I could not but obſerve 19 My, 
C. that the Facts appealed to by the Doctor ſeemed un. 
anſtwerable, and therefore it would be extraamiy difficw 
5 On A2 to 


to evade their Force or vindicate themſelves from the Im- 
pirtation of Idolatry. Being aſked what it was, could 
give me Offence in the Romiſh Church? Tho” I might 
have recounted a long Catalogue of it's Errors, I only 
mentioned ** The Prayers offered up by them to Saints 
and Angels“ Here my zealous Prieſt grew warm, and pro- 
phanely told me, He might offer up his Prayers to me 
without a Crime; and immediatety, with a Sneer in his 
Countenance, calls out Pray Sir be pleaſed to help me io 
a Glaſs of Nine; and then turning to the Gentleman of 
the Houſe, ſays, Now I have prayed to him, and where 
is the Fault in doing ibis? I then ſmiled at his affefted 
Jenorance, and Abuſe of Language, and was anſwered, 
FI did not allow that to be a Prayer, He would put it 
into a proper Form; which he attempted in bis prophane 
Manner; much like the Prayer mentioned by Biſhop Hare 
at the End of his Scripture-vindicated. It was natural 


for me in this Place to obſerve, that Prayer, being a re- 


ligious Duty, was to be offered up to God alone, as the 


ſole Object of all religious Worſhip, Here, grown war m- 


er, he rhetoricated with all his Copia Verborum, di/- 
charged bis Common: place Diſtinctions of Popiſh-worſhip, 
and inſiſted upon it, that every Species of Beings in Pro- 
portion to their Excellency required a different Degree o 

Worſhip. As religious Worſhip was what I denied to be- 
long to any created Being, to confirm my Aſſertion, I in- 
ftanced in that Text Revel. xix. 10. where St. John in 
a Surprize (I ſuppoſe) going to worſhip an Angel, was 
forbidden in theſe Words, ſee thou do it not &c. But 
here my angry Prieſt almoſt fired with Zeal, and the na- 
tural Warmth 2 Conſtitution, utterly denyed (ſure Proof 
of bis ſuperior Knowledge) that theſe Words, ſee thou do 
it not, expreſſed any Prohibition to the Apoſtle ; and then 
commented on the * in ibe moſt ludicrous Manner; 


ſaying, among other fine Things, that the Angel at whoſe 
Feet the Apoſtle fell, was but a poor Angel; much infe- 
rior 10 St. John, otherwiſe he would not have refuſed the 
Worſhip ready to be paid bim. Al bis calling the Angel, a 


Poor 
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poor Angel, I told him, I bluſbd for him; but, impati- 
ent of Reproof, he replied; he would ſhew me a Place of 
Scripture where this ſame Apoſtle worſhipp*d an Angel, 
(of a ſuperior Order I ſuppoſe he means) a ſecond Time, 
and was commended for it. This being an extraordinary 
Advance made by my W Dominican, Jixſiſted on 


his producing the Text; which he evaded, pretending he 
ſhould be late at Home; being now ready to take his 
Leave; the Gentleman, whoſe Viſitant he was, told him, 
his running away look'd like giving up the Queſtion in 
Diſpute, and therefore he inſiſted on the Performance of 
his Promiſe. The next Morning, the expeditious Mr. 
Clarkſon ſays, he ſent the following Letter to his Friend, 
who, ſome Weeks after, communicated it to me. 
SIR, 

In cur laſt Evening*s Conference, Mr. N. you know, 
objected to the Point on which our Conver ation chiefly 
turned, the Angels Refuſal of the Worſhip St. John paid 
bim; I anſwered, if the Saint was guilty of any Fault in 
that Reſpect, (which indeed I think utterly unſuppoſeable 
in ſo divinely illuminated a Perſon) *tis inconcetveable at 
leaſt that he ſhould offer it, after Reprebenſion a ſecond 
Time, Mr. N. challenged me to ſhew it; and that if I 
did, he would give up the whole. I promijed him I would, 
and I ſhew it thus, The Haly Apocalyptiſt in the 10th 
Verſe of his 191 b Chapter /ays, And I fell down be- 
fore his Feet to worſhip him, &c. Again the ſame 
Evangeliſt ſays, in the 8th Verſe of his 22d Chapter, 
I fel] down to worſhip before the Feet of the Angel, 
&c. And now as have made my Faith good to him, 
J hope he will be ſo generous as to make his good to me. 
Had you been reprehended for any Fact, as this great 
Prieſt of the moſt High God, is interpreted by ſome to 
have been by an Angel, could you have attempted it a 


ſecond Time? What I could not believe of you, I could 


much leſs believe of that Holy Biſhop, to whom God re- 
wealed ſo many Myſteries, the beloved Diſciple of our 
Lord. Mr, Thorndike, in his Book of juſt Heights and 


Meaſures, 
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3 
Meaſures, vindicates the Church of Rome from Idolatry, 
and exhorts bis Proteſtant Brethren, not to lead the Peo- 
ple by the Noje, nor make them believe Suppoſitions, 
which they cannot prove. 

Some Time aſter the Receipt of this Letter, I returned 
nearly the following Anſwer ; I will not affirm it to be 
Ward for Word the ſame, having only a rude Draught by 
me, which I might a litile alter in tranſcribmg ; but the 
Senſe of it is exattly the ſame with that I wrote to Mr. 
W-lls, who was £f ired to ſbew it Mr. Clarkfon. 

SIR. 

As Mr. C. was pleaſed to ſend you his Remarks on 
fome Part of the Converſation between him and myſelf at 
your Houſe ; and leſt he ſhould fancy he bas performed 
his Promiſe in clearing up the Difficulty propoſed to his 
Confideration, I beg leave to recite Part of that Dif 
courſe which then paſſed, and leave it to your good Senſe 
is determine, whether he bas ſucceeded fo well as he ima- 
om The Queſtion was, whether Angels were intitled 

to any religious Worſhip from us Here on Earth? Jou 
know Sir, I earneſtly denied it, and, in Proof of my 
 Afﬀfertion, appealed to that Text of Scripture which men- 
tions St. John's falling down befirs the feet of the Amel 
to worſhip bim; who bad this Caution given him, fee 
thou do it not, I am thy Fellow-ſervant. This Text, 
# dare ſay, Mr. W. Ils will allow to be a ſufficient Proof 
to found my Aſſertion upon, In Anſwer to this, Mr. C. 
commented in this ridicalons Manner, viz. that the An. 
gel St. John was going to worſhip, was only a poor An- 
gel, (1 am aſham*d of the Expreſſion) and much inſferiar 
10 1 divinely illuminated an Apoſtle; at the ſame Time, 
felling me, he would prove that this ſame St. John wur- 
Hipped an Angel a ſecond Time, and was commended for 
#. This Aſſertion was what I challenged him, and do 
eballenge bim to prove, Sir, you know this to be Fact; 
and therefore, I do inſiſt on his Proof, or ſhall verily be- 
eve Mr. C. is not able to vindicate a fundamental Ar- 


bicle of bis ocon Church. Wiat be bas gel wrote on that 
Subject 


LiF 

Subject ſeems quite wide of the Purpoſe; and bears dirett 
Evidence againſt himſelf in particular, and Popery in ge- 
meral. If the two Texts of Scripture he refers ta, (and 
which I ſbeuꝰ d you, while I enjoy'd the Pleaſure of your 
Converſation) be appealed to, in Confirmation of his Doc- 
trine, Surely be makes Choice of Words, never before 
made Le of, in Vindication of Angel-worſhip. In both 
Places, the Apoſtle is ſtricily prohibited paying any religious 
Morſbip to the Angels, and a Reaſon which will always 
Bold againſt all Creature-worſhip is given, viz. Becauſe 
they were his Fellow-ſervants ;, and at the ſame Time, he 
is direfed to the only Object of Worſhip, in theſe ex- 
clufive Terms, worſhip God. Now, to appeal to theſe 
two Texts, in Support of Angel-worſhip, ts the moſt un- 
reaſonable Thing in the World ;, *Tis mating a moſt ex- 
preſs Prohibition equivalent Io a Command, lis convert- 
ing 4 Negation into an Aſirmalion, aud reaſouing in the 
Fullowing abſurd and contradictory Manner. 

He that was forbidden the worſhipping of Angels, was 
by ghoſe words commended for caorſbipping Angels. 
But St. John was forbbidden the worſhipping of Angels. 
Therefore, &c. 

care not to animadvert on the ſtrange Inconſiſtencies 
of Mr. C's. Letter but chooſe rather 10 paſs them over. 
However, it was quite difingenuous in him, to ſlip ever 


. the Difficulty that preſd him moſt, and even to aſſert 


an errant Falſhood, by ſaying, I Challenged him to 
eto that St. John worſhipped an Ange! à ſecond Time. 
Mr. W-lls #nows, I did no ſuch thing. That I knew 
as well as my fallible Correſpondent; and only deſired 
Mr. C. is ſhew where St. John was commended for 
doing ii. And as be promiſed ſo much, I do inſiſt upon 


either the Performance of bis Promiſe, or his giving up 


t he Queſtion, Ii by Mr. Thorndike fhould be brought 
pon the Stage, who was no Papiſt I cannot teil; Howe 
ever to return Mr. C. bis au t Comtliment, let him 
*now That the Church of England, in Imitation of the 
Church of Rome uever trobivited the reading of the 

Feriptures, 


1 
Scriptures, nor inſiſted on implicit Belief, nor 
advanced Suppoſitions which could not be proved; tho 
your friend Mr. C. will not, I believe, eaſily clear him- 
ſelf of that juſt Imputation. 

After my writing this, 1 little expeFed to have heard 
any more on this Subject; but to my great Surprize, was 
lately informed, the learned Editor of the H. Roſary, 
Bad actually printed a Pamphlet not over charged either 
with Civility or Truth, On a late Conference relating 
to the Worſhip and Invocation of Saints and Angels; 
That he had induſtriouſly diſperſed it over ſeveral Pariſhes 
in the Neighbourhood, and that my Letter, never intend- 
ed to be made Publick, (Ecce Modeſtiam Hominis, ) 
was moſt of it printed off, without my Conſent, With 
ſome Difficulty, I got a Sight of his Book, and, at the 
' Requeſt of ſome Friends, ſhall, in order to prevent the 
unlearned or unwary Reader, from being infected by its 
erroneous Dottrines, endeavour io eſtabliſh the Truth of 
the two following Propoſitions. 

Firſt, That all religious Worſhip is by divine Com- 
mand appropriated to God only; Conſequently 
Saints and Angels have no Title to it. 

Secondly, That the Church of Rome's Diſtinction 
of ſupreme and inferior Worſhip, is vain and ground- 
leſs; and Conſequently, Mr. Clarkſon has not cleared 
his Church of the Sin of /avlatry. 


GOD, 


God the only Object of 
Religious Worſhip. 


Proe. I. 


All religious Worſhip is by divine Command ap- 
propriated to God only. Conſequently Saints 
and Angels have no Title to it. 


HAT there is not a more important En- 
quiry in Divinity than what concerns the 

true Object of Worſhip, will admit of no Diſpute. 
Here our Reaſonings ought to proceed with 
all imaginable Caution, and our Determinati- 
ons be made with the greateſt Circumſpection. 
Errors, here committed, are fatal in their Ten- 
dencies, and lead to all manner of Impiety. 
Our higheſt Intereſt then, as well as the Cre- 
dit of our Religion, require from us ſome cer- 
tain 


13 
tain Principia to proceed upon. Human Rea- 
ſon, we know, has in all Ages been liable to 
Miſtakes; and therefore is not entirely to be 
depended on, unleſs where more convincing 
Evidence is wanting. In the preſent Subject, 
this cannot be pleaded, for we have the un- 
erring Direction of infinite Wiſdom to inform 
us in our Duty. We are obliged then, with- 
out Deviation, to obey the divine Guidance. 
Bo far the Author of the Letter in Vindicati- 
on of Angel-worſhip, &c. may rcaſonably be 
preſumed to agree with me; becauſe in his 
perverted Quotation from Archbiſhop Tillot- 
ſon, he ſays, © We are willing that People 
ſhould examine what we teach, (meaning the 
Church of Rome) and bring all our Doctrines 
to the Law, and to the Teſtimony ; that if 
they be not according to this Rule, they may 
neither believe them nor us.” Here I en- 
tirely agree with Mr. C. and am quite willing 
to be determined by Scripture Evidence. 
Exod. xx. 3. ſhall be firſt produced, in Sup- 
port of the Doctrine advanced by me, which 
is alſo the Doctrine of the reformed Church of 
England, becauſe the Doctrine of the holy 
Scriptures. * The Words are, Thou ſhalt 
have no other Gods before (or beſides) me. 
Which is farther explain'd, ver. 5. Thou ſhalt 
rot bow down to them, nor ſerve them. Here 
all Acts of religious Worſhip are forbidden to 
be offered to any other Being beſides the one 
ſupreme God ; to him they are appropriated, 
to him only. So, Deut. vi. 13. Thou ſhalt 


fear the Lord thy God and ſerve him. And 
again 


1 
again Deut. x, 20. Thou ſhalt fear the Lord 
thy God, him ſbalt thou ſerve ; which is quo- 
ted and e glain'd by our bleſſed Lord himſelf 
in theſe V ords, Matt. iv. 10. Thou ſhalt or- 
hip the Lord thy God and him only ſhalt thou 
ſerve. This was ſaid in Anſwer to Satan who 
did not pretend to be ſupreme, nor deſire to 
be. acknowledged as ſuch; all he required, 
was, that a ſolemn outward Act of Adoration 
and Worſhip ſhould be paid him. And the 
Reaſon given for reſuſing it, is not, that he 
was a bad Spirit, an Enemy to God, or that 
God had not commanded that he ſhould be 
worſhipped ; but the Reaſon is general, that 
none are to be worſhipped, but God only, 
And that theſe and the like Texts were in- 
tended to exclude all Beings beſides the one 
ſupreme God from being worſhipped either at 
that Time, or at any Time after, appears, not 
only from the Reaſon of the Thing, but from 
plain Scripture. J1ſaiah xliii. 10. Before me 
vas there no God formed, neither ſhall there be 
after me. Deut. xiii. 1, 2, 3. If there ariſe 
among you a Prophet, or a Dreamer of Dreams, 
and giveth thee a Sen or Wonder, and the 
Sian or Wonder come to paſs whereof he ſpake 
unto thee, ſaying, let us go after other Gods 
(which thou haſt not known) and let us ſerve 
them, thou ſhalt not hearken, &c. The Wor- 
thip of the ſame one God, excluſive of all 
others, is by this for ever made unchangeable; 
Miracles could not be ſufficient to give Credit 
to any one who ſhould pretend to introduce 


another Object of Worſhip; or to ſet up ano- 
| B 2 ther 
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ther God, beſide the one ſupreme God. All 
Creatures whatever are hereby effectually pre- 


cluded from receiving any religious Homage 
or Adoration. 


This is confirmed by St. Paul, Rom. i. 21. 


Sc. Yo cenſures thoſe that knew God (that is 
acknowledged one ſupreme God) and yet glori- 


fied him not as God, becauſe they ſerved the 


Creature more than, (or beſides) the Creator, 
who is bleſſed for ever. Whercin the Apoſtle 
plainly intimates, that the Creator only is 
to be ſerved; and that the Idolatry of the 
Heathen, lay in the worſhipping of the Crea- 
ture. All this is confirmed, and illuſtrated by 
the Angel, Rev. xix. 10. xxii. 9. Who re- 
fuſed to receiye ſo much as the outward Act 
of Adoration; giving this Rule and Maxim 
upon it, worſhip God. Intimating thereby, 
that God only 1s to be worſhipped ; 'That all 
Acts of religious Worſhip are appropriated to 
God only. He does not ſay, worſhip God 
and whom God ſhall appoint to be worſhipped, 
as if he had appointed any beſides God ; but 
Iimply, plainly, and briefly, worſhip God. 
To this I may add, that the Reaſons which 


God inſiſts upon in the Old Teſtament, why 


He, and he only is to be worſhipped, in Oppo- 
ſition to all others, are ſuch as exclude all 
Creatures, His being Jehovah, Creator, Suſ= 
tainer, Preſerver of all Things, having no God 
before him nor after him. This is the Scrip- 
ture Account of the Object of Worſhip ; and 
there is neither Rule nor Example in it, for the 
worſhipping any Creature whatever. But all 


the 


CI 

the Texts relating to this Matter, are full, 
ſtrong, and clear, for the Worſhip of God on- 
ly. Whatever Reaſons therefore human Wit- 
dom may invent for the worſhipping of Crea- 
tures, beſides the Creator, (as Celſus and Por- 
phyrie of old, and the Romauiſts of later Times 
have pretended) thoſe are never to be ſet 
againſt a clear and plain Law; much lets o 
poſed to the unerring Wiſdom of God, who 
beit knows to whom Worſhip is proper to be 
paid, and to whom not.” This Account of 
the true Object of religious Worſhip, was 
drawn up by as learned a Divine as perhaps 
any Nation has produced, and to his Judg- 
ment I ſincerely ſubſcribe. 

Now, Sir, as the holy Scriptures explicitly 
declare, that God only is to be worſhipped, 
excluſive of all Creatures whatever, conſe- 
quently of Saints and Angels; I do willingly 
appeal to the unprejudiced Judgment of every 
ſincere Chriſtian, whether the unerring divine 
Teſtimony does not infinitely out-weigh all 
other Authorities whateyer, ſuppoſing them 
to interfere; and whether the late Author of 
the Letter in Favour of Invocation and Angel- 
worſhip by oppoſing the Doctrine of divine 
Revelation, may not, without any juſt Impu- 
tation of Uncharitableneſs, be truly ſaid to 
fight againſt God. The pernicious Tendency 
of ſuch anti- ſcriptural Doctrines, is plainly to 
induce (and God knows often too ſucceſsfully) 
the unſtable and unlearned, to mix Pagan with 
Chriſiian Theology, and then to attempt (im- 


poſſible 
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poſſible Task) to reconcile modern Popery, 
with primitive Ghriſtia nity. N 

Well, but my learned Champion for Angel- 
worſhip, after all, tells me his Doctrine comes 
reco;umended by many expreſs and open Pa ſ- 
ſages of Scripture ; had he ſaid, and by the 
Command of God, this would haye well de- 
ſerved our utmoſt Attention. For let me tell 
my ſurprizing Letter- writer, not every Fact 
related in Scripture, is to be drawn into Imi- 
tation, but ſuch only as haye the Teſtimory 
of the divine Approbation. Here, I doubt 
not, our Judgments will widely differ; be- 
cauſe I find my Friend in his never-to- be- ſor- 
gotten laborious Attempt to prove that the 
Evangeliſt St. John was commended for offcr- 
ing to worſhip the Angel, Rev. xix. 10. 
(after being ſtrangely perplex'd in his Tmagi- 
nation,) ſometimes affirming, the Ange!'s Pro- 
Hibition, ſee thou do it not, as in Page 28. 
Cundeyed not the leaſt Shadow of Reprehenſion or 
Rebuke; at other Times, his Panick till 
continuing in Pain for what he calls Page 33. 
the carte . (pray Reader obſerve his 
fine maidenly Remark) and therefore beloved, 
becauſe he was a Virgin; He crys out, Page 
34 Will he, I ſay, after this, condemn ſo di- 
Dinely inſpired a Drome? O inſupportable ! 
Aly Hair ſtands on end ! and I am filld with 
Horror, when I think of it. Now my-once- 
learned Friend's Head being viſibly diſordered, 
it cannot longer be expected he. ſhould reaſon 
clearly, and therefore, poor Man, he again 


wildly exclaims, F he was not rebuked for 
it 


<Q Om 7 


„ Cw Y oo Wes 


1 


#, I ſay, which is more than J ever ſaid yet, 
that he was ſufficiently commended. For what ? 
(fo he goes on) Is it not a ſufficient Commenda- 
tion of the Saint's Devotion, that the holy 
Ghoſt was pleaſed to tranſmit the Memory of 
it down to lateſt Poſterity? Is it not a Com- 
uc udatiou, that it has the Honour to be record- 
ed in the Word of God by the Saints own Hands ? 
Sir, if this Argument be good, permit me to 
ask in my Turn, and on your own Principles; 
Is not the Serpent to be commended for de- 
ceiving Eve, the Devil for tempting our bleſſed 
Saviour, Judas for betraying him, and Pate 
for condemning him? For are not all theſe 
Facts likewiſe tranſmitted, by the Direction 
of the holy Ghoſt, in holy Scripture, to lateſt 
Poſterity ? But I forbear, becauſe the conſi- 
ſent Letter-writer, in a few Pages aſter, viz. 
41, having again recovered ſome Uſe of his 
Reaſon, as if conſcious of his Errors, and reſolved 
to publiſh his own Recantation, contradicts alt 
he had before advanced, and makes this plain 
Confeſſion. I ſay the Angel refuſed the Ho- 
nour, denied to accept it, forbid St. John to 
do it. | 
After this ſhort Digrefſion, it may be pro- 
per, in Juſtice to my Catholick, but (O how 
changed !) candidly to examine, what he has 
ſtill to urge, from Scripture, in fayour of An- 
gel-worſthip. Three Texts are produced in 
Proof of his Doctrine. The firit is, Gen. xvii. 
2. And he lift up his Eyes (Abraham) aud 


lool d, and lo three Men ſtood by him; Aud 


when he (aw them, he ran lo incot them from 
the 
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the Tent-Door, and bowed himſelf towards the 
Ground. To produce this Text, is to expoſe 
either the Ignorance or Inſincerity of the Let- 
ter-writer, and to ſtab himſelf with his own 
Weapon. In Page the 5th of his elaborate 
Performance, are theſe Words, civil or human 
Worſhip is due to civil or mortal Excellence. 
Now from this Propoſition, I argue thus; 
« If civil or human Worſhip be due to ci- 
vil or mortal Excellence ; then that Worſhip 
which is paid to ciyil or mortal Excellence, 
muſt be civil Worſhip. And if ſo, then the 
Worſhip paid by Abraham Gen. xviii. 2. muſt 
be civil Worſhip; and therefore, this Text has 
nothing to do with religious Worſhip, but is 
impertinently urged by the Letter-writer in 
this Place. Now that the Worſhip here paid 
by Abraham muſt be civil Worſhip, neceſſarily 
follows from Mr. C's own Principles ; becauſe 
the Worſhip here paid by Abraham was paid 
to human or mortal Excellence, for he thought 
them Men. To this my learned Author may 
poſhbly reply, in the Perplexity of his 
Thoughts. What, were not thoſe holy Be- 
ings to whom Abraham bowed himſelf towards 
the Ground, Angels? How then, O Shame to 
Chriſtians ! can it be proved, that the Worſhip 
paid to theſe holy Angels, was only civil Wor- 
ſhip?” Why Sir, from your own Conceſſion. 
Pleaſe to turn to the ninth Page of your late 
Work, and you will find theſe remarkable 
Words, wrote by your own dear ſelf. F J 
kneel or fall down, with an Intention to 17 7 y 
t God, tis an Att of divine Worſhip. If to 

5 Angels 


E-&.1 

© Angels and Saints of Heaven, tis an AQ of 
Dulia or inferior Worſhip, and human Re- 
ſpect only. For every external Action wholly 
depends on the Intention of the Will, to be 
determined to what Kind of Worſhip it pleaſes. 
A ſecond Text produced by this ſmall 
Writer in Favour of Angel-worſhip, is Cen. 
Xix. 1. And there came two Angels to Sodom 
at Even; and Lot ſat in the Gate of Sodom 3 
and Lot ſeeing them . roſe up to meet them, and 
be bowed himſelf towards the Ground. In the 
Greek Fo TEtv vnoey TH, fog 2 r! Thy 
yiv which the Letter-writer, in this Place 
improperly and ambiguouſly tranſlates, adored 
or worſhipped to the Ground. And then pro- 
poſe this notable Query, why the ſame Word 
not always tranſlated the fame Way by the 
Proteſtant Interpreters? As no Anſwer will 
robably be ſo ſatisfactory to this critical 
ts; rh as his own; I ſhall therefore en- 
deavour to make my. Friend his own Inſtruct- 
er. Pleaſe, Sir, to conſult Page 7 of your 
Letter, and tead as follows; There is a Want 
ſo great in all Languages, that the ſame Word 
in Hebrew which 11 Megs to fall down pro- 
ſtrate, according to t * — Cuſtom of the Faſtern 
Countries, in a ſuppliant Manner, and is tran- 
Nated by the Greek, 1 f . by the 
Latin, Adoro, and the Engliſh, adore or wor- 
ſhip, and 1 add, becauſe you untairly pals it 
by, bow down, or proſtrate, is often uſed, as 
the Greek, and Latin, and Engliſh are, 'by 
which it is tranſlated, in a quitc Aifferent Sig- 
nification, If now, ſach be the equivocal 
Meaning 


4 
4 
| 
* 


j! 
4 
{ 


— 
- 22 


— — — 
P 1 * 
— 


[ 10 ] 


Meaning of Words, that they are often uſed 


in a quite different Signification, which you 
your {elf confeſs ; (tho' perfectly skill'd in the 
Doctrine of Equivocation, and: mental Reſer- 
vations of all Kinds.) Pray, Sir, why ſhould 
you wonder, if the Proteſtant Interpreters, 
regardful of the true Meaning of Scripture, 
endeayour to fix the undeterminate Senſe of 
Words, by the Circumſtances of the Place, 
or the Perſons to which they belong ? You 
acknowledge, the original Hebrew-word tran- 
ſlated by the Seventy, @roTKkuvia, pro- 
perly ſignifies to fall down proſtrate; you ac- 
knowledge Proftration, in a civil Senſe, was 
according to the Cuſtom of the Eſtearn- 
Countries; from theſe Conceſſions, I ſay, the 
Word in this Place, muſt neceſſarily bear the 
Senſe which is given by the Proteſtant Tran- 
lators. Becauſe it appears with ſufficient 
Evidence, from the Circumſtances of the 
ſhocking Story immediately after related, that 
Lot, as Abraham did before, imagined the 
Angels to be only Men; as they are ſeyeral 
Times call'd in this Chapter; and conſequently, 
on your own Principle, he could offer them 
no more than civil Worſhip or Reſpect ; and 
if ſo, then in Compliance with the innocent 
Cuſtom of his Country, He fell down on his 
Face, or proſtrated himſelf, as expreſſive of 
his Civility to his Strangers: Now as the 
Engliſh Tranſlation repreſents this Fact, as 
it really was, and agreeably to it's true Mean- 
ing, in the original Hebrew ; Pray Sir! ſpeak 
ingenyouſly ; how arc the Proteſtant Intez- 

. preters 


C34: 3 
preters to blame? Your pitiful Cavils, diſplay 
their ſuperior Learning, but expoſe your own 
Ignorance, or perhaps Inſincerity. 

A third Text appealed to by the Letter- 
writer, as quite deciſive of the Reaſonableneſs 
of Angel-worſhip is, 70%. 5. 13, 14, 15. Here 
the inſulting Gentleman, with an Air of Tri- 


umph, aſſerts, Page 25, That Joſhua did 


worſhip, according to the Proteſtnt Tranſla- 
tion, an Angel, whom he knew to be ſuch, 
from the Teſtimony of his own Mouth. I 
allure my Friend, I take no Pleaſure in Con- 
tradiction, however, I muſt take the Liberty 


in this Place, to inſiſt upon it, that what he 


affirms, is evidently falſe. There is no Men- 
tion of an Angel in the Place he refers to. I 
will tranſcribe it, and appeal to every candid 
Reader. And it came to paſs when Joſhua 
was by Jericho, that he lift up his Eyes, and 
Looked ;, and behold there ſtood a Man over 
againſt him, with his Sword drawn in his 
Hand; and Joſhua went unto him, and ſaid 
unto him, art thou for us, or for our Adver- 


ſaries 3 So far tis plain that 7aſbua took the 


Perſon who appeared for a Man; but was con- 


vinced of his Error, when he received the fol- 


lowing Anſwer to. the Queſtion ask'd. And 
he (aid unto him, nay, but as Captain, or 
Prince, of the Hoſt of the Lord am Ina comic. 
And Toſhua hearing this, fell on his Face to 
the Earth, and did worſhp, and ſaid unto 
him, (altering his Form of Speech) What ſaith 
my Lord unto his Servant? And the Captain 
of the Lord's Hoſt * unto Faſbua (as before 
| 2 | was 


1 
was ſaid unto Moſes) Looſe thy Shoes from off 
thy-Feet, for the Place whereon thou ſiandeſt 
75 holy; and oſbua did ſo. However, not ta 
take any Advantage of my acute Gentleman's 
Miſtake, That Joſhua did worſhip, is ex- 


preſsly mention'd, in the Place referred to; 
that the Worſhip here paid was more than a 
civil Reſpe&, I readily grant; that it was 
properly religious, I agree with my Opponent, 
Now what is the preciſe Meaning of religious 
Worſhip, is the Queſtion to be reſolved ? 
To oblige my Roman Catholick, I will for 
onee ſubmit to the determination of St. Auſtin, 
whom he calls, (Page 45, Doctor of 
Doctors, and Echo of the primitive Church. 
In his work entitled De Civit : Dei Lib. 10. 
Chap. i. are theſe Words, cum de cultu Dei- 
fatis vertitur Quæſtio; fidenter dicere valeamus, 
religionem non eſſe niſi Dei cultum. When the 
Enquiry is concerning the Worſhip of the 
Deity; we may confidently affirm, that reli- 
gious means the ſame as divine Worſhip ; or 
in other Words, that Religion is nothing but 
the Worſhip of God. If then religious and 
divine Worſhip be exactly the ſame, as St, 
Auſtin confidently affirnis, and J ſincerely be- 
lieve it; then Sir, to advance a Step farther; 
as divine Worſhip is on all Sides allowed to be 
9 ſupreme Worſhip, it will neceſſarily follow 
q! that religious Worſhip is alſo ſupreme Wor- 
4 ſhip, Conſequently you Mr. C. and your 
corrupted degenerate Church ſtand condemn'd 


i of Idolatry by your own Confeſſion. The 
| Argument, on your own Principles, 2 
| | NE PR thus, 
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thus, © He that pays divine Worſhip to any 
Creature, is guilty of Idolatry; but he that pays 
religious Worſhip to any Creature, pays dis 
vine Worſhip ; therefore he that pays religi= 
ous Worſhip, &c. is guilty of Idolatry.” The 
major Propoſition is your own; the minor is 
St. Auſtin's, and is agreeable to Seripture, 
The Concluſton neceſſarily follows the Pre- 
miſes. Now, Sir, if your Spints will permit, 
pleaſe to read your own juſt Sentence, drawn 
up by your own judicious Hand. 3 
F de (the Romaniſts) were 2 of Lola- 
try, we ſhould deſerve to be hiſs d out of all 
chriſtian Society, as a Company uf moſt abumi- 


 nable Wretchss, as the very Scandals and Re- 


proaches of Religion, as unworthy of an 
\ Sev 2 the Lenity of Government, 20 
leaſt Reſpect from thoſe we live amongſt in 
Charity and Frienuſbip. But, Sir, to oblige 
you once more; I will endeayour to ſatisfy 
2 why the Proteſtant Interpreters of the 


Bible, tranflated hem , in the Chapter of 
Joſbus you appeal to, did worſhip, rather 


than did bow down or proſtrate. Hrſt, Sir, 
I apprehend they did it to avoid Repetition; 
for the Words immediately procceding treo 
in} ilar, convey this Idea to our Under- 
ſtanding. Secondly,” and more eſpecially, be- 
cauſe in this Place, the Word ſignified ſtrictly 


and properly to worſhip, even that -religiogs 
Worſhip which is peculiar to God alone. For 
that divine Perſon, who 'appear'd to 7ofbus, 
under the Appellation of Captain or Prince bf 


the Loſt of the Lord, is reaſonably believed 


to 
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to have been the eternal Son of God. And 
from the ſame Ceremony required of Jo/bua, 
that had been before required of Moſcs, upon 
another Occafion, I think it may be fairly 
concluded, that it was the ſame divine Perſon 
Who a ppeared to both. 

To confirm this, the great St. Athanaſius 
Orat. 4. cont. Arian: anſwers expreſly, © that 
God ipoke in the Appearance of an Angel to 
Moſes, in the burning Buſh. And the Fa- 
thers generally ſuppoſe particularly 464 
Martyr, that it was the eternal Son of God 


who appeared to 7eſbna, in the Perſon of an 
Angel; and prove our Saviour's Divinity from 
Joſbua's adoring him.” Now (pleaſe to take 


Notice of it) this would be no Argument, if 
they did not believe Adoration was to be 
given to none but God. And therefore they 
obſerve, that when mere Angels appeared, 
they refuſed Adoration, as the Angels which 
appeared to Manoah udg. xiii. &e. to St. 
John Revel. xxii. But when Worſhip was al- 
lowed or commanded, it was the divine Na- 
ture, under the Appearance of an Angel. 
From Scripture, I ſhall now proceed to en- 
quire whether the primitive Church, which 
Had the ſame Scriptures that we have, and 


better Opportunities of underſtanding them, 


made the ſame or like Concluſions from them. 
It is an Argument of no ſmall Importance ; 
and therefore I ſhall beg leave to tranſcribe 


from the late very learned Dr. Waterland's 


Defence, &c. and a brief Summary of the Senti- 


ments of the carlieſt chriſtian Writers, and 


refer 


Br 
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refer to their own Words, that every impar- 
tial Reader may be able to judge for himſelß 
without an infallible Guide. 

© Tuſtin Martyr Apol. 1 Chap. 23. giving 
an Account of chriſtian Worſhip, ſays plainly 
we. worſhip God alone, and none but God 
ought to be worſhipp'd. | 

. Athenagoras in like Manner, ſpeaks to this 
Effect, Page 55, 56. We are not to worſhip 
the World; but the Maker of it: We wor- 
ſhip not the Powers of God, but their Crea 
tor and Governor. 77 

Theophilus ſays Page zo, 33. I will honour 
the King, but I will not worſhip him. I will 
worſhip God, the real and true God; no one 
ought to be worſhipp'd but God alone. 

Tatian, to the ſame Purpoſe, tho' not 16 
fully ſays, Page 18. the. Works of God, 
made for our Sakes, I will not worſhip. | 

Tertullian ſays, Apol. Chap. 17. What we 
worſhip is one God, who made the whole Maſs of 
Things purely from Nothing. And elſewhere, 
Scorp. Chap. 4. Page 490. Rigalt. I am com- 
manded not to call any other God, nor to 
adore, or in any wile worſhip any other, be- 
ſides that one. 

Clement of Alexandria has wrote to this 
Purpoſe, Angels and Men are the Works of 
God's Hands; let none of you worſhip the 
Sun, but let him ſet his Heart upon the Sus 
Creator, Neither let him deiſy the World, 
but to the Maker of the World let his De- 
fires be, Page 53 .ox0n, Edit. Again, the Gentiles 
ought to learn from the Law and the Pro- 


 phety, 
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phets, to worſhip. the one- only God, the ne- 
ceflarily-exiſting Almighty. Page 825. 

Irenæus expreſſes himſelf thus, you ought: 
to worſhip the Lord your God, and to ſerve 
him alone; and to give no Credit to him who 
deceitfully promiſed Things which were not 
his own; ſaying, all theſe Things will 1 giuo 
thee, if thou wilt fall down and worſhip me. 
The Syſtem of Creatures is not under his Dos 
minion, Since he himſelf is one of the Crea- 
Tures. - e | | 

Origen has a great deal to our Purpoſe, in 
his Bobk againſt Cœlſus. I ſhall ſelect a few 
Paſſages: He blames the Gentiles, who from 
the ſtupendous Greatneſs of the Things in the 
World, and the beautiful Order of Creatures, 
could not look up, and conſider that they 
ought to admire, worſhip, and adore him only 
that made them. Page 158. He obſerves in 
another Place, that Chriſtians are bred up to 
Thoughts elevated far above all Creatures, and 
might very juſtly diſdain to worſhip any of 
them. And as Mr. Collier farther remarks 
from Origen, (Serm. 8. Page 264.) This Father 
in Anſwer to his Adverſary's Objection, with 
which he ſeemed ſurpriz d, viz. Why the 


Jews who worſhipped. Heaven and the Angels, 
hould pay no religious Reſpect to the Sun, 
Moon and Stars, which were ſo beneficial to 
the World? To this Origen replies, that 
Celſus was very much miſtaken; that the 


Jews had no other religious Object but God 


the · Lord and Creator of all Things. And 
that the Worſhip. of Angels was a plain 
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of their Law; But to put his Opinion beyond 


all Diſpute, he preſently after quotes Col. 


ii. 18. Let no Man beguile yon, in a voluntary 


Humility, and worſhippmg of Angels, &c. 


And then poſitively affirms, that neither 


Chriſtians nor Jews worſhipped Angels. And 


in another Place he plainly affirms, that our 


Prayers are to be addreſs'd to none, but the 


great God, and to his only begotten Sun, who 


as our Prieſt, will preſent our Supplications 
to his Father. Org. cont. Cels : Page 234 and 


393 


was any thing leſs than God. This learned 
Father having proved that the Angels waited 


upon our Saviour and worſhipped him; adds, 


c they adored him, not becauſe, he was of an 


higher Order than theniſel ves but becauſe he was. 
ofa diſtin& and uncreated Nature. For if Dignity 


and Height of Station were a ſufficient Ground 


for Adoration, all inferior Angels would wor- 
ſhip their Superiors. But 'tis not ſo, for K iE,t 


alicueh d agowi, One Creature is not to worſhip 
another.” And aſter he has produced the In- 
ſtance of St. Peter forbidding Cornelius to wor- 
ſhip him, and the Angels forbidding St. John, 


He cancludes, that God alone is to beworſhipp'd. . 
Athan. cont. Arian. Orat : 1 Page 2.96. Ed. pair. 


D [ 


So far were the ante-nicene Fathers (whole 
Teſtimony is moſt to be relied on) from wor- 
ſhipping any Creature, how-exalted ſoever, 
in Dignity or Station, that St. Athanaſius, 
the great Champion of the Church againſt the 
Arians, charges thoſe Hereticks very high; . 
for worſhipping Chriſt, if, (as they ſaid) he. 
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I am afraid, I have almoſt tir d my Reader, 
and ſhould therefore produce no more Quota- 
tions from the antient Fathers, the Evidence 
already alledg'd being ſufficiently deciſive. 
But as the Letter-writer mention'd St. Cyril 
and St. Auſtin, permit me to obſerve the Un- 
happineſs of my Opponent, in producing Au- 
thors who on Examination, do appear as Evi- 
dence againſt himſelf, St. Czri/ lays, in the 
Place referr'd to. Santos, neque Deos ee 
dicemus ; neque Cultu divino illos adorare ſole- 
mus; ſed Affectus & Honoris. We neither 
will ſay that the Saints are Gods; neither are 
we wont to worſhip them with divine Worſhip ; 
but only that of Love and Honour. In plain 
Language, we love and honour the Saints; but 
do not worſhip them, becauſe they are no 
Gods. St. Auſtin ſays much to the fame Pur- 
poſe. Colimus Martyres, eo Cultu Dilectionis 
& Societatis quo & in hac Vita coluntur ſaucti 
Homines Dei We reſpect, my Catholick calls it 
worſhip (tho improperly in this Place) the 
Martyrs, with that Reſpect of Love and So- 
ciety, with which holy Men of God, (or pious 
Chriſtians) are reſpected in this Life. Words 
of equivocal Signification, convey quite differ- 
ent Ideas, when applied to God, and when to 
ereated Beings; and if this Romiſh-writer 
knows any thing, he muſt have learn'd, that 
an Argument drawn from the Identity of 
Names to the Identity of Things, is a mere 
Fallacy and Deceit. If you are yet unſatisfied 
what St. Auſtin's real Sentiments were; pleaſe 
to conſult his Book, De Doct. Chriſt. Lib 1. 
Chap. 
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Chap. 33. & de vera Rel. C. 55. He ſays the 
Angel in the Revelations forbids the paying 
him any Worſhip; that he was the Apoſtle's 
Fellow- Seryant, and that God was only to be 
worſhipp'd. That the Angels thoſe moſt ex- 
cellent Miniſters of Heaven, deſire we ſhould 
Join with them in the Worthip of none but God. 
And in the ſame Book, he has theſe Words, 
which I ſhall recommend to my Catholick's 
impartial Conſideration. Eccleſia Catholica 
ſolum Deum puriſſime atque caſtiſſime colendum 
prædicat, nullam nobis adoraudum Creaturam 
inducens, cui ſervire jubeamur. 

If then the holy Scriptures, our only Rule 
of Faith, condemn all Worſhip which is offer'd 
to any Being but Almighty God; and if the 
Fathers, for the firſt three Centuries, unani- 
mouſly maintain the fame Doctrine, as has been 
proved from their own Teſtimonics, in Words 
plain, clear, and void of all Ambiguity ; No- 
thing but ſuperior Evidence to the contrary, 
ought in Juſtice to be eſteem'd ſufficient to 
determine any individual Chriſtian to a contrary 
Opinion. Let us hear then how the Letter- 
writer endeayours to eyade this Evidence, and 
what he has to oppole againſt it. He tells us, 
the Worſhip due to Almighty God, is Supreme 
Divine IWorſhip. The Worſhip due to Angels, 
to Saints, to Relicks, to Images, &c. is only 


religious, competent, congruous, inferior IV/or- 


ſhip. Now, *tis a ſtrong Preſumption againſt 
the Goodneſs of this Diſtinction, that 'tis not 
countenanc'd by any divine Law, nor by an- 
tient- primitive Practice. And where the Law 


D 2 does 


E 

does not diſtinguiſh, we muſt not. However 
if my acute Gentleman does not perceive his 
Error; let him try the Strength of his Diſ- 
tinction, by writing an Apology for all the 
Idolatry that has been committed ſince the 
Creation of the World. By the Force of this 
wonder-working Diſtinction, I verily believe, 
one of Mr. C's Capacity may eaſily vindicate 
the Heathen, from that imputed heinous Sin, 
and may demonſtrate the Error of all thoſe di- 
vinely inſpired Prophets, who denounced the 
ſevereſt Judgments upon that Account. As the 
Roman Catholicks worſhip God under the 
Character of Creator, with what they call S#- 
preme eh ſo did the Pagan World; As 
the Roman Catholicks worſhip Creatures of a 
ſuperior Excellency (ſome of which have been 
ſaimted tho' not [anttified) with relative infe- 
rior Worſhip, ſo did the Pagan World; as the 
Roman Catholicks do all this to the pretended 
Honour of the ſupreme Being, ſo did the 
22 World; if then the Catholic ks are ex- 
cuſeable for offering religious Worſhip to an 
Creature, ſo are the Pagans , but if they ſtand 
condemn'd for Idolatry, ſo does the Church of 
Rome. And as this ſuppoſed Diſtinction be- 
tween Supreme drvine Worſhip, and inferior 
religious Worſhip (could it be prov'd) would 
wholly vindicate the Heathen 5h Idolatry 
ſo would it be of the greateſt Service to our 
modern Ariaus; and (which is not to be pals'd 
over) it would in a great Meaſure ſet aſide the 
divine Authority of the holy Scriptures, and 
open a Paſſage for the unwritten pretended 
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Traditions of the Church of Rome to enter in, 
and fo to throw the Chriſtzan World into Dark- 


neſs and Confuſion. But whatever may be- 


pleaded in Fayour of inferior religious Worſhip, 
by this deſigning Catholick; the Notion is cer- 
tainly without Foundation, and unwarranted, 
nay directly oppoſed by divine Authority. 
This will appear no raſh Aﬀertion, but ſup- 
ported with undeniable Evidence, if my ſecond 
Propoſition can be prov'd, which is as follows. 


Proe. II. 
That the Church of Rome's Diſtinction, of fir. 


preme and inferior IWorſhip, is vain aud 
grounaleſs. 


OW in Order to proceed with the 
'N greater Caution, let it be oblerv'd; 
that the very Being of Religion neceſſarily 
ſuppoſes the Exiſtence of a God, as it's Author, 
or Inſtitutor. That all that Worſhip, thoſe 
Services, and Duties which God requires of 
us, and which we lie under an Obligation to 
perform, by Virtue of ſome divine Command, 
or Law, are properly term'd religions. Theſe 
two Propoſitions, I think, my Roman Catho- 
lick will hardly diſpute with me. From hence 
then, I hope 1 may fairly conclude, that Re- 
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ligion in general, means, that Worſhip, Ser- 
vice, or Obedience, which we are oblig'd to 
pay to God. It all Religion then ternunates 
in him, the Creator of all Things; conſequent- 
Iy all ' religious Morſbip mult belong to God, 
and him only. And it fo, it will firther fol- 
low, that to worſhip any Creature, how ex- 
cellent ſoever, is in plain Conſtruction, to rob 
God of that Honour he has reſerv'd to himſelf, 
and to deify the Creature, which is direct Ido- 
latry. On this Suppoſition, which ſtands 
confirm'd by Scripture, by Antiquity, by 
Reaſort, to talk of inferior religious Worſhip 
appears Nontenſe and Contradiction. Men 
may invent what Diſtinctions they pleaſe ; 
they may endeavour to obtrude them upon the 
wavering, credulous, or unthinking; but ſo 
long as the immutable Laws of Heaven ſtand 
in Oppoſition to them, they muſt prove de- 
ceitful and vain. The Letter-writer ſpcaks of 
fupreme and inferior Worſhip, with that Con- 
j fuſion and Perplexity which plainly difcoyers 
1 either a clouded Head, or a diſorder'd Heart. 
1 To be a little more particular then upon this 
0 Subject, and farther to expoſe the Weakneſs 
vu of his Aſſertions; I ſhall examine into ſome 
1 Inſtances of religious Worſhip, and try whe- 
| ther there be any Reaſon for admitting the 
the Gentleman's Poſition upon his own Word. 
\ Prayer, for Example, is confeſſedly a Fart 
N of religious Worſhip; *tis a reaſonable Duty 
J founded upon the Belief of a God, conſider'd 
ö as Omniſcient, Omnipreſent, and infinitely 
| Good. Plcaſe Sir, (if your Self- ſufficiency will 
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permit ſuch Condeſcenſion in a Pricft of your 
Order) to read over the ſacred Volumes from 
Geneſis to the Revelations, and I dare lay, 
you will find no Mention or Intimation of ſu- 
preme and inferior Prayer, to countenance your 
Idolatrous Tenets. Prayer, Sir, is a Recog- 
nition of God, as the Creator and Govemor of 
the World, and as ſuch, is commanded to be 
offer'd up to him only. The making religious 
Vows is another Inſtance of Worſhip ; we find 
as little Appearance of your fand Diſtinction 
here, as in the former Caſe. We read Nothing 
of ſupreme and inferior, abſolute and relative 
Vows, that we ſhou'd imagine lupreme Vows 
to be appropriate to God; inferior, permitted 
ty Saints, to Angels, to Idols, or to any 
Creature. Swearims is another Inſtance much 
of the fame Kind with the foregoing. Swear- 
ing by God's Name is a plain Thing, and well 
underſtood ; but if you tell us of ſupreme and 
inferior Swearing, in Proportion to the Dignity 
of the Perſon, by whoſe Name you {wear, it 
muſt ſound perfectly new to us. 

Such being the Caſe, in Reſpect of the Acts 
of religious Worſhip already mention'd ; I am 
now to ask you, what is there ſo peculiar in 
the Caſe of Invocation and Adoration, that 
they ſhould not be thought of the fame Kind 
with the other? Why ſhould not abſolute and 
relative Prayer and Proſtration, appear as ab- 
fard, as abſolute and relative Sacrifice, Vows, 
Oaths, or the like? They are Acts and Inſtan- 


ces of religious Worſhip like the other; ap- 


priated to God in the {ame Manner, and by 
| the 
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the ſame Lawe, and upon the ſame Reaſons. 
You yourſelf confeſs, (Page 2) that Sacrifice, 
(as the higheit Inftance of divine Worſhip) 1s 
peculiar to God alone. Now Prayer, in Scrip- 
ture-conſtruction, is Chriſtian Sacrifice; and in 
the primitive Church, was always eſteem'd as 
the pureſt and beſt Sacrifice; conſequently, 
Prayer is peculiar to God alone, and therefore 
is a Tribute ill-becoming us to offer to the 
moſt exalted Creature. 

Having attended you thus far ; I ſhall now 
beg Leave, Sir, to recommend to your ſinœere 
Conſideration, the Anſwer given on this Sub- 
ject, by a late yery great and good Man, to a 
much more eminent Writer than yourſelf. 
| Pleaſe to conſider whether you have;com- 

mitted an dc ngirego, in your Way of think- 
ing. You imagine that Acts of religious Wor- 
ſhip are to derive their Signification and Qua- 
lity from the Intention and Meaning of the 
Worſhippers ; whereas the very Reverſe of it 
is the Truth. Their Meaning and Significa- 
1 tion is fix'd and determin'd by God himſelf; 
| and therefore we are never to uſe them b 
W | with any other Meaning, under Peril of Pro- 5 
1 faneneſs or Idolatry. God has not left us at 
| Liberty to fix what Senſe we pleaſe upon 
| religious Worſhip, to render it high, or low, 
abſolute, or relative, at Diſcretion ; ſupreme 
when offer'd to God, and if to others inferior; 
as when to Angels, or Saints, or Images in 
ſuitable Proportion. No; Religion was not 
made for metaphyſical Heads only ; the ſhort 
and plain Way, which, (in Pity to human 
Infirmity, 
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Infirmity, and to prevent Confuſion) it has 
pleaſed God to take with us, is to make all 


religious Worſhip his own; and ſo it is Sove- 


reign of Courſe. This L take to be the true 
Scriptural, as well as only reafonable Account 
of the Object of Worſhip. We need not con- 


cern ourſelves, (it is but vain to pretend it) 


about determining the Senſe and Meaning of 


religious Worſhip. God himſelf has took Care 


of it; and it is already fix'd and determin'd 


to our Hands. It means, whether we will or 


not, it means by divine Inſtitution and Ap- 


* tment the Divinity, the Supremacy, the 


ereiguty, of it's. Object. To mifapply thoſe + 
Marks of Dignity, thoſe eren Enſigns 
te ement any Ctea- 
ture with them, and thereby to make common 


what God has made proper, is to deify the 
Works of God's Hands and to ſerve the Crea- 
ture, inſtead of the Creator, God bleſs'd for 


ever. We have no Occaſion to talk of ſove- 


reign, abſolute, ultimate. Prayers, and ſuch 
like od Fancies ; Prayer is. an Addreſs to 


God, and does not admit of thoſe novel Dif- 
tinctions. In ſhort then; here is no Room leſt 
for your diſtinguiſhing between ſovereign and 
inferior Adoration. You . muſt firſt prove, 


what you have hitherto preſum'd only, and 
taken for granted, that you are at Ly 


to fix what Meaning and Signification ye 

pleaſe to the Acts of religious Worſhip, to make 
them High or lo at Diſcretion. This you will 
find a very difficult Undertaking. Sripraye'ls 


before-hand with you; and, to fix it more, the 


er ö 
E cc41Concufring 


—— — — 


= —_ _—_— PR — — — A — — — — — 1 

© * 3 - — <WM . A — * 7 — 2 * 8 2 = - — — 
n r — —— — 
- = — = - — — um _ N K : * 2 

— © — — — —— _ II ZY — — -- 2 - _— . _— — L * 2 — — * 4 

1 — I 2 N — — | n — IE — 3 — - <—-—> - — 2 

- = a — . - 
2 — — - — — 
= » 4 —_ — 5 * br of — — — — 
— ——— — 
— 
. - — : 
= —_ 


Friend himſelf ot 


3 K. 260 
concurring udement of. the earlieſt and beſt 
ien Writers, All religiaus Worſhip. is 
hereby determin'd. to be abſolute and ſupreme. 
Irie or relative Worſhip appears now to 
be 1 in Senſe, as it is novel in 
like an inferior or relative Cod. In 
ing is more evident, than that the 


— of the Lau, and the Goſpet, was 


liſn this great Truth, and to root out 
Creature-worſhie 
I T hope 1 * unpr ejudic'd Reader, is by this 
Time ully convinc'd, how ſhamefully this ac- 
e Emiſary of the Church of Rome, has en- 
our d to impoſe on his Underſtanding, by 
the Idolatry of the modern Triden- 
50 lick, under the venerable Name of 
rimitive Antiquity. "While, at | the ſame Time, 
ke artfully infinyates, he has Nothin A the 
lain, ſim; ple, undiſquis d Majeſty of Truth in 
me nd, arther appeal, even to his 
Half-proteſtant Half-pa- 
t) whether he believes his Prieſt ſpeaks 
ruth, when he introduces the learned Grating 
as 2. Favourrof Angel-worſhip; whoſe Wrij- 
tings ſufficiently vindicate their Author, from 
ſuch a vile Aſperſion. And whether, he did 
not deliberately falſify, when (in Page 6) be 
round ly aſſerts, that the Proteſtant Set 10 
reign and Domeftick-Divines think, It cannot 
but be a religious, Worſbip & Creatures of a 
more exalted, eminent , and religious Natuxe. 
And then produces the very learn'd Bilhop 


Pearſon.as his Voucher; and in his Quotation, 
© From, bis Book on the Creed, baſely leaves out 
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thoſe very Words, which are directly leyell'd 
-zinſt his own Idolatrous- church. We can 
not, (ſays that judicious Prelate) bear too re- 
verend a Regard unto the Mother of var Lord, 
ſo long as we give her not that Worſhip, which 
is duc unto the Lord himſelf. And then adds, 
which my Catholick, wiſe in his Generation, 
has thought fit to conceal, Let us keep the 
Language of the primitive Church, let her be 
1 and eſteem d, let him be <worſh1 
and ador'd. Words borrow d from Epiphanius 
2 confiderable Writer towards the latter E. 


of the fourth Century; who enters the follow- 


ing remarkable Cabeat, Let no one worſbrp 
the Virgin Mary. AR Be Troy; 

And as Gretius and Biſhop Pearſon haye 
been forcibly preſsd into the Roman Catho- 
lick-Service, by this deſpicable Scribbler; ſo 
Dr. Hammond has been treated in a ſtill more 


diſingenuous Manner, by the ſame rude Hoods 


has been repreſented as being of the fame Sen- 
timents with himſelf; and almoſt as finiſh'd El 
Papiſt. And for no other Reaſon aſſign d, than 
becauſe in his Para hraſe on the Angel's Cau- 
tion to St. Jahn, Revel. xix. 10. not to i 


pip him; The learned Doctor renders the elip- 


tical Expreſſion 4a In the Vulgar Latin, 
Vide ne feceris, in the Engliſh Tranſlation, 
ſee thou do it not, by an expreſſive Word of 
the ſame Signification, forbear, This is what 
the minute Author, unacquainted with the 
Engliſh Idiom, calls Page 31, paraphraſing on 
the Text, as he does, only (to lee the Conceit= 
edneſs of my Roman Catholick) in a lower 
i SWͤkrain. 
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Strain. And afterwards adds, that he wanted 
Nothing but ,Catholick Principles, to have 
carried him higer. A notable Diſcovery of my 
ingenijous Correſpondent, a very Newton in 
his Profeſſion, that had Dr. Hammond been in- 
fected with the ſame erroneous Tenets with 
himſelf, then he would have commented in the 
ſame nonſenſical Manner. 

The Letter-writer has in Abundance of 
other Places, of his notable Performance, diſ- 
play'd his ſurprizing Knowledge of Scripture, 
Antiquity, and critical Learning; has eſta- 
bliſh'd his own Ipſe dixit, as the Image to 
which all muſt bow down, with implicit Faith. 
He has not, however, to do him Juſtice, ad- 
vanc'd any one Argument in Support of his 
Idolatrous Worſhip; he attempted it but once, 
in Page 13, and threatned to prove the Rea- 
ſonableneſs of Creature-worſhip, from the very 
Nature and Definition of the Thing. But this 
formidable Blufter vaniſh'd into Air, his Ex- 
preſſions were utitelligible, and his Thoughts 
wrapp'd up in impenetrable Obſcurity. His 
chief Strength conſiſts, in confident Aﬀerti- 
ons, in pitiful Beggings of the Queſtion, in 
crouded Quotations, and in Exclamations, 
which prove Nothing. 

This I thought proper to apprize each un- 
learn'd Proteſtant Reader of; leſt he ſhould be 
drawn away by the Deceitfulneſs of this buſy 
Roman Catholick, or ſo amus'd with the 
Names of Fathers and Councils, as to think 
lets favourably of his own Church, whoſe 
Doctrines, on the moſt ſtrict and impartial 

Examination, 
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Examination, will be found moſt agreeable to 
Scripture, and what was taught in the pureſt 
Ages of moſt primitive Chriſtianity. 

I ſhould now for eyer take my Leave of the 
Letter-writer, that ungenerous Publiſher of 
private Converſation, were I not unwilling to 
diſoblige him in his laſt Requeſt, tho' unrea- 
ſonable in the higheſt Degree. My baſhful 
Catholick at the very Concluſion of his Letter, 
deſires the Fayour of me to produce him ſome 
Papiſt affirming that the Roman Catholicks are 
Idolators. Why, really, tis not very common 
for a Criminal to plead guilty to his Indict- 
ment; hower, in Compliment to Mr. C. if he 
will not be faithleſs but believing, I will pro- 
duce an unacceptionable Witneſs of his own 
Communion. Tis M. Antonio de Dominis, 
formerly Archbiſhop of Spalato; who, in his 
Scop. 5. has theſe explicit Words. Non eſt du- 
bitandum, quin major Vulgi Pars, maxime 
propriam & formalem Idolatriam, in Imagi- 
num quarundem cultu committat. That is, we 
cannot doubt, but the greater Part of the 
common People (meaning the Papiſts) commit 
the moſt proper and formal Idolatry, in the 


Worſhip of certain Images. 


And now as the Charge of Idolatry againſt 


the Church of Rome, has, I truſt, been in ſome 


Meaſure well ſupported in the preceding 
Pages; as the Holy Scriptures every where. 
expreſly command the Worſhip of God only, 
excluſive of all Creatures whatever; And as 
the Fathers, for the firſt three Centuries at leaſt, 
unanimouſly teach the ſame Doctrine; Tis 

our 
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Duty, conſtantly and invariably to tread 
n their Steps. Wherefore, let us, as we are 
commanded, prefent all our Petitions, to Gad 
au Father, in the Name, and thro the atone 
Merits and Mediation of feſus Chriſt, our on 
Saviour aud Redeemer. He alone is appointe 
to be the only Mediator between God and 
Man; and whatever the Church of Name may 
pretend to the contrary, we are not to make 
the Commandment of God of zone Effect, by 
our Traditions. The divine Teſtimony given 
to, Holy Scriptures, is, that they are able to 
make us wiſe unto Salvation; and let us always 
remember; In vain do thoſe worſbrp God, who 
_ for Doctrines, the Commandments of 
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